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His Majeſtics Anſwer to the Diyines attending 
| the Parliaments Commiſſioners,Concerning Church- 
government. : 


£ 
4 


NS Is Majeſty upen peruſall of your Anſwer to his Papet of the ſe- 
(1% 1 [4 cond of Oftober 1648. findeth that you ack1owledge the ſeve- 
V1 _ rall Scriptares cited. in the Margia,co-preve the thing for which 
$3 = > they arecited, Vit, That the Apoljſe in their owne perſons, 
Y JF 199 that Tim vt Tim by Authority derived from them, and 
C.CSWEAS the Angels.of thaChurches.. had payer of Church gaverg= 
- ment, and did or might aQually exerciſe the ſame in all the three ſeyerpl| bragy 
ches in this Paper {pecifted ; And ſo ineff-& you gran; all that is dyfired : For 
the Biſhops challenge no,more or ether power tp belopg untq them in reſpeR of 
their Epilcopa}kOfie r.,2s it is diffin&t from that of Pretbyters, then what pre- 
perly falleth _ of theſe three :.O:dainjng, giving Rules, and Ceaſures. 
Ratyouppeſcnitly after, deny theperſons_thir ecig4 he power aforeſaid: t5 


have beene” Biſhops, or ro have exerciſed Epiſcopall Government in that ſeiace 
as Biſhops are diſtin from Presbyters;. you doe in effe&t deny the very ſame 


thing you had before granted : For Epiſcogall Government in thay ſenſe being 
Han Fa bur the Goyernqmgnt.of Go Uhntes within. a certaine Precin& 

(pa=oply called a Digec fe), commitzed to ons fingle perſon, with, ſufficient 
authority over the Pcesbyrers arid ptople of thoſe Churches for that end; fance the 


.. ſabKaace ofthe thing it.ſelfc in-all the three- forementioned-particulars is found 

in the Scriptures, ugjefle you will iriye'abquy rlamnes and words (which tendech 
not to profit, but to the pu'zz. fins xa] ſubverting of thoſe that ſeek after crutch} 
you mult alſo acknowledge that Epifgopall Government in the ſenſe aforeſaid may 


be ſufficiently proved forpScringpe - F - 
Titus Hf In that which you ſay ne andigr poo there th inſiſt upon three feyerall Texts, 
Afts 20.7,18- His Majeſty conceives(g ptEThe preeaauſineſss, chat the moſt char can be proved 
I Per5{x,3 from all or any of thotg are , is this That theword Biſbop is there uſed to tige 
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nifie Presbyter, and that-canſequer ly.the Gfhige and worke manitioned in tlots 
places,as the Office and wake ofa Bilhop,are.thg.Office and work of a Presbyterz 
which is confelt on des, - © fo s Majeſty is not ſure that the proofe 
will reach ſo far in eaghofahalk. places: But ix« 

jy obſerves to runng,ih.amanger quite_along1 
peares' frem the Scriptares, hy.whi 


thence to inferre an abſolute 
cers's afallacy, which his Ma- 
ur whole Anſwer : but it-ap- 
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withinrheir ſeverktl PrecinAs , in the a&s cf external! poverrimentz Totharthe 
common worke of both Pun&iorsis the MinitAryof rhe Goſpe]]; 'bit rhat which. 
is peculiar to the funion of Bilkbpsas diſtiiiptitthe from Prebyters, i$'Chytch- 
government. Ir is n6t therefore to be wondred if it ſhould happen in the'New | 
Teſtament, | the word Epiſcopus tobe uſuallypplied unto Presbyters who were 


after his Aſcenſion, where he powied upon them the Holy Ghokt at Pentecofts 
A | : 


S303 
eyer had arthority to performe 3 which 45 eneugh to : ye t 
of names in fore places; netwithſthnding the fanAions thehifelves je Ini drier 
fin Fr BREE LES 


places by their proper worke ſufficietitly #tinpuiſhed. 


Bur for the name Epiſcopm or Biſhop, his Majeſty4ath Tong fiice Teamied from 
thoſe that are $kilfull in the Greek tepgue that irimports properly no riidre then 
an Overſeer, one that hath rhe charge or Tniſpe&ton of ſorric thing committed un- 
to him, as hethitis {et to watcha Beacon, or to keepe ſheepe'y wheniee in the 
New Teſtzment, and intheEecleflisffcaltule, it is applyed to frich parſuiis'3s 
have the care and inſpeRlon ofthe Chiirches &f' Chriſt commitced ultoallen'thi 
Spiritualibus 5 xs both Bithops arid Presbyrers Have fn ſome ſor';- bar with this tHif- 


» S. 


_ ference, that mcEre Presbyrers are Epiſcopi greghs, only they have the'overſi t'of 
the flocke in the duties of Preaching, Adminiſtrationof Sacratnents,' P ique 
rep & pre 


Prayer, Exhoiting, Rebufking, 8c. but Bifhops are Epiſcopi:g, 


indeed overſeers of the flock, rather then unto Church. goyernours , who had then 


a Title ofgreater Eminency;wherebyto diſtinguiſh them from ordiniry PreSbY; 


oye = wir, that of Apoſtles. But when the goverfirntnt of Churches 7 hs 
to the hands of their Succeflors, the names were by cominon tiſuage(Whith is 
the beſt maſter of words) yery loone appreptiaced , that cfEpiſcopub tothe Kecle- 
faſticall Governor-or Biſhop of a Dioceſle, and that of Presbytertothe 'ordina- 
ry Micifter cr Prieſts. & A OD Lis > 
His Majeſty hath rather cauſe to wonder, That upon ſuch premiſes. you/fhould 
urge ſo mach confidence asif the- 'point were rendred -moſtcltere to rhe Judge» 
mentof moſt mien both Ancieae and of latttr times, Thir there 1s no ſach Ol oY 
to be found in the Scriptures of the New Teſtament as a Biſhop diſtmafroma 3 
Presbyter; when as his Majeſty remembreth to have ſcent cited, by fuch Anthots 
as he hath no reaſon to fuſpe&, bcth out, of the Ancient Fathers and 'Councells, 
and out of fundry mederne Writers, eyen of theſe Reformed Churches that wint 
Biſhops,grear variety of Teſtimonies to the contrary. = 8 TI Ge 
His Majeſty is not ſatisfyed with your Anſwer, concertiing the Apoſtles extrcife 


of 


of Epiſcopall government,” which you-would pur off, by referring it to their ex- 


traordinary calling ; our Savicur himſclfe was the firſt and chiefe Apoſtle, anf 


Biſhop of our Soales, fent by the' Father, and aneytited by the holy Ghoſt, to be 
both the Teacher and the Governour of his Church 'By thar Miflfenhe rectty'd 
Authority, and by Un&ion 3bilitie for theſe workes which he'pet formed in his 
own perſon whileſt ke lived npon the earth; befote he Teft- the world, thar the 
Church might nor wanr Teaching and Gyvetning tothe: worlds end; hechefe 
ce: tine perſons upon whom he confer*d Borh theſe powers, where y the bes 
came alſo Apoſtles and Biſhops, by making them pertakers both of his Miffion 
before his Aſcenſion (As my Father ſent mo, S ſend you) and of his UnQion ſhort! 
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reaps for teaching and governing (ar leaſt for the (ybſtance of it ) was or- 
1NALY.A 


apo continue to the en1 of the world (Matth, 2.8. 18. 20) Andrhere- 
| fore necefixrily ro diſcend, any be by them tranſmitred to ethers,as their Subſti.uces 
. orSacceflors. But the un&ion whereby they were enabled to beth Offices of 
FunQions, by the effalion of the Holy Ghoſt, in ſucha plent :ous meaſure of 
| knowledge, Tongues, Miracles, Propheſyings, Healing ,lofallibilicy of DaQtine, 
diſcerning of ſpiri:s,3nd ſuch like, was indeed extraordinary in_ them, . and'in 
E ſome few others,though in an inferiour meaſure, -as-God ſaw it_needfu!l for the 
{ planting of the Churches, and propagation of ,the Goſpe'l in thoſe Primitive. 

. timeszandin this(which was indeed extraordinaty ia them) they were not ne- 
cefſarily to hive Succeſſ+rs. Bar it ſeemes very. unreaſonable.to Attribute the ex- 
erciſe of thit Power, whether of Teaching or Governing, to an excraordinaty cal- 
ling, which being of necef{ary and continuall uſe in the Church ,- maſt therefore 
of neceſſity be the worke of a funRion of ordinaty and perperuall uſe ; therefore 
rhe Acts of Governing of the Church, wereno morenor otherwiſe in the ApoRiles, 
thenihe Acts of Teaching the Church were z . that is to ſay, both extraordinary 
for-the.manner of performance, in reſpe& of their more then ordinay abilities 
- for the ſame; and yer both ordinaiy for tie ſubſtance of the offices th:mlelves,and 

the workes to be pe: formed therein and intheſe two ordinary Offices, their ordi« 
nary oucceflots are Presbycers, and Biſhops z Presbyters qua Presbyters immedi: te» 
IC xcceeding them in the Office of reaching; and Biſhops que Biſhops immediately 

_ The inſtances of Timothy and Titus , you likewiſe endeyoured to aveid by che 
pretention of an extraordinay calling. But in this anſwer by inſufficiency there- 
of (ifall that is faid therein could be proved) his Majeſty findeth very little ſa- 
candien. : ..- ET: ns | 
..T Youſay that Timotby and Titus were by Office Evangeliſts,whereas of Titus ” 
the Scripture nowhere. implies any ſuch thing ar all 3 and by your own rule, au- 2 
thority without Scripture will beget (:f char) bur a humane faich; neither doth 
.the Text clcerly prove that Timothy was ſo: 


x - E 


PT OE, ON SO dooatinn 


- of 


”- 


© 24. Setting afide mens conj:Rutes (which can breed but an humane faith nei- wy 
ther) you cannot make it appear by any Text of Scripture, thar the Office of an | 
4 Evangeliſt is ſach as you have deſcribed: it ; The worke of an Evangeliſt which 

TP Saint ParFexhotteth 'Timathy to doe; feemesby the context ( 2 Tim 4, 5ato beno- 


thing but diligenee in preaching the word, nutwithſtanding all impediments and 
oppolition. - EY 
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'3+ Thar which you ſo confidently affi-me, That Timothy and Titus aRed as E> 
yangelifls, is not.enely denied, but cleerly refuted by Scuſtetus, Gerrardand 0- 
hers ; yea even with (cotne rejected of late, (as his Majeſty is informed) by ſome 
rigid Presbyterians, -as Gilleſpee, Rutherford, , &ce And that which you ſoconfi- 
dently deny, that-Timaby and T 71us were Biſhops, is not onely confirmed by the 
.conſentient teſtimony of all antiquiry (even Ierome himſelfe hbaving recorded it, 
that thty were Biſhops, and that of Saint Pauls ordination) and acknowledged by 
. very. many late Divines: but a Catalogue alſo of 27 Biſhops of Epheſus lineally 
: |  ſucceding from T7m#hy out of good: Records, is youched by Reynolds againſt Hart, 
ang by,other writers. EE eas 4 You 


A CIA # > » 
4 
= Th 


*. b — "4 
btn a + - _ 


k 
CN  . ſl 


= —_ 
3 


So A ROOT 


% 
—_—— — 


: . v 
——— —_—_— — — — — — 
” 


_ 


ART > a> ov an. 
OS OLI  ILI_—_— . 
: — 


” . A—_ I— -& -o- 
—_— 
— 


&. Sf. We avs \fhs.* 


- 6 ", : 
m—_ 55 Gd 
+ J# Ou " - - 
IM DO. > RE 5 : o 


\ 


2 


' \ 


. *4 Youaffirme,:but upon very weak p oofs, Thatthey were from-fpbeſusand @ + © 
Creet removed to. other placcs, Some th.t have exaRly out of Scripture compared > 
| the times 2nd orders of the ſeyerall journeyes and, fiaitons of Paul and Timothy, 3 
m_ have demonſtrated the contrary conc<rning that particular. _ of -: >. nn 
/ 5 Whereas you ſay it is manifeſt romthe 2 Tim,449. and T7t.3-12, Tharthey  -  - 34 


: were called away from theſe places 3 it doth no more conclude, that they were not _— 

h B.ſhops there, or that they might as well be called Biſhops of ogker Churches, es 

[ then it'may be concluded from the attendance of the Divines of the Aſſemblyar | 

Y; TPeftminſter, that they ate net Parſons or Vicars of their ſeverall parithess  , 

7 Laſtly, toi the Poſtſcripts of theſe Epiſtles 5 though his Majeſty lay no great - 

Ty weight gpon them, yet he holdeth them to be of great antiquity, and therefore : 
ſuch as in queſtion of fat, where there appeares no ſtrong evidence to weaken 1 
theirbeliefe, ought not to bee lightly rejeel ETSY 

Neither doth this lay any weight at all upon the Allegery or Myſtery of the de- 

EE "Nomination in the next point concerning .the'Angels of the Church, as you mi= 

d | take in your anſwer thereumtoz wherein his Majeſty fines as little ſatisfaQion as 

W in the laſt point before» The ſtrength of his Majeſties inſtance lay in this. That 

the.judgement of all the ancient and the beſt Moderne writers, and by many pro- 

babilities inthe Text ic ſelſe, the Angels of the ſeven Churches were perſone fungu- 
ares, & ſuch as had a Prelicy as well over Paſtors as People within their, Churches 
and that is in a word Biſhops, And you bring nothing of moment - in your anſwer 
.to infirm this. You ſay truly indeed, That thoſe Epilties were written in Epiſte- 
lary ſtile, and fo (as letrers to colle&ive or repreſentative bodies -uſe to 
bee) direfed to one, but intended to the body. When you have 
proved, you are fo far from weakning, that you rather firengrhen the argu- 
ment fo prove the Angels tohave been (ingle perſons; As whenkis Majeſty ſendeck a 
Meſſage to his two houſes, and dire&s it to the Speaker of the houſe of Peeres, his 
intending it tothe whole Houſe doth not hinder out that the Speaker to whom ic 
was direed is one ſingle perſon ftiil. Yer his Mzjeſty cannot but obſerve in this 
(as in ſome parts of your Anſwer) how willing you are werſari in generalibus ,. and 

= how unwilling to ſpeak out, and to declare plainly and dire&ly what your opinion 

EN is concerning thoſe Angels,who they were, whether they were the grear Antichiift | 

of EpilcopaCy; Salmatius very pcrewprorily( ſit ergo hoc fiuxum, & c,) affirmeth. the 

 . Whole Churches 3 or ſo many individual} Paſtors of the greater Church in theſe 
oh; Cities,or the whole Co!ledge of Presbyrers in the reſpe&ive Churches, or the fin- 

FE gular and individuatlt Piefidcnts of theſe Colledges. For into ſo many ſeverall opi- 

4. niens are theſe few divided among themſelyes, who have divided theraſclves from 

EE the common and received jndgement of the Chriſtian faith, L 

je 1n the following diſcourſe you deny that the Apoſtles were. ta have any ſucceſ- 

ſors in their Office, and affirm that there wereto be onely two Orders of 

NS Ta ordinary and ſtanding Officers in the Chureb, viz Presbyters and Dea- 

S$. CONS. | | 


& What his Majeſty conceiveth concerning the Succefſors of the Apoſiles,is in part E 
NY already declared, v7. that they have no ſuccefſor in eundem gradum, in reſpe& of -* 
4 theſe things that were extraordinary in them, as name]y the meaſu;e of their gifts, Gy E 
* wy : " *\ 

3 > LE 


WOOL WRT YT . 


PITT = = 
the extenrof their charge, the infailibility of theirfoQrine, and (which is furid: y 
times mentioned as aſpeciall CharaQer of an Apoſtle properly fo called ) they 
hiving Teen Cliriſt in the fleſh-- But in thefe rhings thar were not extraordinary, We 
(and ſuch thoſe things are to be judged wh'ch are neceffary for the ſervice of the 3h 
| Chuich at all times, as the Office of Teaching, and the power cf governing ate) 

they were to have and hold ſucceſſors; and therefore the learned and: godly Fathers s =: 
and Cbancels of old times did uſually Rile Biſhops the ſucceſſors of the Apoſtles 


ii -—__ Wwithoutany ſavpling thereat. X 
Ii} . Andas torheffanding Officers of the Church,although in the place by you cited 
_ Phil:te1. 2 Tirna3,8, there be no mentien of Biſheps as diſtin& from Presbyters, 

2. bur of the two Orders ene)y of Biſhops or Presbyters and Deacons z yet it is not 

= thereby proved that there is no other ſtanding Office in the Church beſides z for 

I there appeare two ether manifeſt reafons , why that of Biſhops might ror” be ſo 

Il} Proper to bemenrtioned in thoſe places ; the one beeauſe in the Churches which 

| the Apoſtles themſelves planted, they placed Presbyters under them for the Office 

= of Teaching,& took upon themſclues the care,zad teſerved in their own hands the 

ſ . power of governing of thefe Churches, for a longet or ſhorter rimie, as they ſaw it 

| J BEBE for the propagating of the Geſptl,before they ſer Biſhops over themnzand 

| © foit maybe probable that there was as yet no Biſhdp 'ſert over the Church of Ph7- 

b- {ippi when $.Pitl writ his Epiftle to them The other,becauſe in che Epiſtles to 

|  Tihothy and T1, the perforis to whom he wrote, beiop themſelves B ſhops,there 
Was noneedro write afy thing concerning the choice'or qualification of any other, 

| fort of Officers then (ach as belonged ro their ordination or inſpe&ion , which 

were Presbyters #nd Deacons onely,and no Bifhops. 


Conceming the Ages ſucceeding the :Apeſtles, 


1 His Majefly beleeveth,thatalthongh Faith, as it is an affent unto tiuth ſuper- 
mataralt}, oe of Divinerevelation, reacteih no farther then the Scriptures , yet in 
4a. ters of fa@ humane teſtimonies may beget a faith, though humane, yet certain 

and infallible; as by credit of Hiſtories we have an infallible faick that Arifforve was 
- a Greek Philoſopher,and Ciceroa Roman Orator. | ES 
, 2 Thedarkneffe of theſe times in reſpeR of the Hiſtory of the Charch,is a very 
RP | Rrong argament for Epiſcopacy 3 notwithſtanding the darkneſle of the times there 
| - "$5 found fo full and age} 24a the unqueſtioned Catalogues extant in ancient 

Wrirers,ofthe Biſhops of ſanid:y famous Cities, as Jeruſalem, «Antiotb, Alexandria, 

_ - Roms, Epheſms;&'c. in a continuedſnceeflion from the Apoſttes,as ſcarce any other = 
matter of fa& hath found thelike #7 | : 
3 Th Clnmenjs Teſtimony cited by you, his Majeſty conctiveth you make-ufe of 
| your vid fallacy,fis the promiſcucus tife ofthe words to infer the indiſtin&ion of 
ou ; " thethivgs; for who can doubt of Clemens opinion concerning the diſtin Offices 
of Bifhops and Presbyters , who either readeth h's whole Epiſtle, or conſidereth 
F | that he Hilmſelfe was a Biſhop in thizt ſence,even by the confeſſion vf Videlius bim- 
TOO ſeifea man never yet ulpens to favotir-Biſhops,who ſairh,after the death of Linus 
| and Galeatis, Pervensfo 8 Eyiſcopi nome rerfnun,quija j an inroatutras aiftimitio Epiſcipi 
| & 


Pi 


— ©  c—_—__ 
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Lynus and Clement at Rowe ,Polycarpus ar Smyrna, conſtituted and-ordafned Biſhops 
of theſe places by the Ap:Rtles themſelves , and al! of them reputed Succeflers ro, 


the Apoſtles ia their Epiſcopall Office; And. his MajcRy preſymech.you cay'd ngx 
be ignorant that all. or moſt of the teſtimanies youreciteok the. ancient, Euhory 


Writers of middle 'ages,Schoplmen,and Canoniſts, and the Book. publiſhedupgen 


King Henry the eighth, do but either import the promiſcuous and ingifferent-uſe,_ 


of the names of Biſhops and Presþyters, whereof advantage ought npt to, be made 
to tike away the difference of the.things., or. elle: they relate to a chooſe point, 
(which in reſpe& ot the thing itſelfe is but a.vet y _ ). diſputed proand. con-by 
curious queſtioniſts, UVtrum Epiſcopatus fit ordo vel gradus , both, lides in, the; mean 
time acKnowled ing the right of Church. government to.be the, Biſhopsalone,and 
not in Sales, 6. alſo there may be produced either from the very ſamoWri- 
ters, or from others of as geqd Authority or, credit , teſtimpnies both for. number 


Srees or Orders (call them whether you will) of Eccleſiaſticall FunRionszviz} the 


' andclearnefſe far beyond thoſe by you mentioned, to aſſert the three different de 


Biſhop, the Presbyter,and the Deacon. - : ; 
_ As to that which you ade laſtly, concerning the difference between. Primitive . 
Epiſcopacy and the preſent Hierarchy, albeit his Msjelty deth conceive that the 


acceſſions pr adgitions. granted by, the favour of. his. Royall Pregenicors., far*the 
enlarging of the power or priviledges of Biſhops, haye. made, or. indeed cantnake 


the Government 1eally and ſabRancially to differ. from what formerly.it was, ne 
he addition of Armes pr Ocnaments. can make a body: reall and'fub-; _ 


more then the additionof Armes fr C 
ſtantially to differ from it ſe}fe naked or deveſted ofthe ſame z nor can think it ei- 
ther neceflary or y.t expedient, that the eleQions of the Bifiops; andiſartt other 
circumſtantials ecuching their perſons or Office ſhould be in all reſpe&s the ſame 
under Chriſtian Princes,as ir was when Chriftians.lived among Pegans;andunder 


- perſecution 3 yet ry Majeſty fo far approveth of your Anſwer in that bchalfe,that 


he thinketh it well worthy the ſtudiesandeyndeavguis of Divines of both opini- 
ons , laying alide emulation and private intereſts to reduce Epiſcopacy and Paeſ- 
bytery into ſuch a well proportioned form of ſuperio:ity and ſubordination,as may 
beſtreſemble the Apoſtelicall and Primitive times , ſo far forth as the different 
condition of the times, and the exigents of all conſiderable circumſtances will ad- 
mit, ſo as the power of Church goyerament in the patticular of ordination which 
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3s meerly ſpirituall,m1y remaine authoritarivly in the Bifhop,bue that power not to. 
| be exerciſed without the concurrence or afſiftance of his resbytery , as Timmiby . 
was ordained by the authority of S. Paul, 2 Tim-1+6, but withthe concurrence ef 


affiftanice of his Presbyrery, i Tim.444. Orber powers of Government which be- 
long to Juriſdiction (though they are in the Biſhops, 23s before is expreſt) yer the 
outward exerciſe of them may be ordered and diſpoſed, or limited by the Soyes 
raigne power to which by the Laws of the place, and the acknowledgement of the 
Clergy they are ſubordinate z but his Majeſty doubteth whether ir be in your 
power to give him any perfeR alſurance,thar in the deſired abolition of the preſent 


| Hierarchy, the uiter aboliſhing of Epiſcopacy, and conſequently of Presbyzery,is 


neither included nor intended. 


As to thelaſt part of his Majeſties Paper , his Majeſty wonld have been better 


ſatisfied if you had been more particular in your Aniwer thereunto z you tell him 
in penerall,that there are Sobſtantials in Chu ch-government appointed by Chriſt 
8c. but you neither ſay what theſe Subſtantials are , nor in whoſe handsthey are 


left; whereas his Majeſty expeRed that you would have declared” your opinions | 
cleerly, whether Chritt or bis Apoſtles lett any certain form of Government to be 
obſerved in all Chriſtian Churches ; taen, whether the ſame binds ali Churches ts 


the particular obſervation therof 3 or whethey they may upon occaſion alter the 


- fame,either in whole or in part. Lirewiſe whether that ceit1in form of Govern« 


ment-which Chriſt and his Apoſtl: s hive appointed as Perpetuall and unalterable 


(if they have appointed any ſuch ar all) be the Epiſcopal, or the Presbycerian Go». 


yernment,or differing from them bath. _ 

- . And whereas in the conclufion you beſeech his Majeſty to Jooke rather to the 
originall of Biſhops,thea to their Succeſſion,his Majeſty thinks it needfull to look 
at both,eſpecial!y fincetheir ſucceſſion is the beſt clue, the moſt certaine and reagy 
way to finde out their originall. | ORE Hun 
. His Mjefty having returned you this anſwer,doth profefſe,that as whatever is of 


'weight inyours,ſhall have influence on him; ſo he deubts not but ſomewhat may 


appeare to you in His , which was Not ſo cleer to you before 3 and if this debate. 
may have this end,that it diſpoſe others to the temper of accepting reaſon,as it ſhall 
him of endeavouring to give ſatisfation in all he can to the two Houſes, his Ma- 
jefty believes though it hath taken up, it hath not, miſ<ſpent his time, 
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